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The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

Claims 1, 2, and 5 - 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kato et al. (JP 10-204,355) in view of Love, III (US 4,718,340). Kato et al. teach the method 
as recited with exception of imaging the printing plate in press. Note, for example, the English 
Abstract and Figures 1 - 3 of Kato et al. Love teaches the desirability of imaging a printing 
plate in press. See columns 2 and 3, the paragraph bridging columns 11 and 12, and column 
21 lines 13 - 37 of Love, for example. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to provide the method of Kato et al. with the step of imaging the plate in press in view 
of Love to achieve the many benefits of directly imaging the plate in press. With respect to 
claim 7 it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide the method of 
Kato et al. with a full line head as disclosed by Love to achieve faster imaging of the plate. 

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kato et al. in 
view of Love as applied to claims 1 , 2, and 5 - 7 above, and further in view of Adler (EP 641 
648). Neither Kato et al. or Love disclose a device for fixing the image on the plate. However, 
see column 8 lines 23 - 25 of Love for fixable ink compositions. It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide the method of Kato et al., as modified by Love, 
with the step of fixing the image on the plate in view of Adler et al. so as to increase the 
durability of the ink deposited on the plate. 

Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kato et al. in 
view of Love as applied to claims 1, 2, and 5 - 7 above, and further in view of Masaaki (JP 58- 
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147,373). Masaaki teaches the conventionality of a means for removing dust from a recording 
medium before imaging. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
provide the method of Kato et al., as modified by Love, with the step of removing dust before 
imaging in view of Masaaki so as to prevent dust from interfering with the deposition of ink 
onto the plate. 

Claims 8-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kato et 
al. in view of Love as applied to claims 1,2, and 5 - 7 above, and further in view of Arway et 
al. (US 4,555,712). Arway et al. teach the conventionality of a means (22) for supplying ink, 
means (26) for recovering ink, means (40) for controlling the temperature of ink, and means (44) 
for controlling a concentration of ink for an ink jet print head. See Figure 1 of Arway et al., 
for example. Arway et al. does not teach means for stirring ink inside the ink tank but such is 
widely conventional in the art. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to provide the method of Kato et al., as modified by Love, with various means for controlling 
the ink inside the tank in view of Arway et al. so as to provide ink to the head in an optimum 
condition. 

Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kato et al. in 
view of Love as applied to claims 1,2, and 5-7 above, and further in view of Ikkatai (US 
5,363,132). Ikkatai teaches the desirability of means for moving the head near or away from 
a recording medium. See columns 1 and 2 of Ikkatai, for example. It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide the method of Kato et al., as modified by Love, 
with the step of moving the head near or away in view of Ikkatai so as to protect the head from 
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contaminants when not imaging. 

Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kato et al. in 
view of Love as applied to claims 1, 2, and 5 - 7 above, and further in view of Gasparrini (US 
5,322,015). Gasparrini teaches the desirability of removing dust during printing. See the 
paragraph bridging columns 5 and 6 of Gasparrini, for example. It would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide the method of Kato et al., as modified by Love, 
with the step of removing dust during printing in view of Gasparrini so as to reduce 
contamination of the printing cylinders. 

Claims 12 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kato 
et al. in view of Love as applied to claims 1,2, and 5 - 7 above, and further in view of Miura 
et al. (US 5,988,782). Miura et al, teach the conventionality of stirring the ink within a tank 
and cleaning the ink jet head. See the Abstract and column 17 line 1 of Miura et al., for 
example. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide the method 
of Kato et al., as modified by Love, with a means for stirring the ink and means for cleaning 
the head in view of Miura et al. so as to provide a consistent ink composition to the head and 
remove contaminants from the head. 

Applicant's arguments filed 4/13/01 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. Applicant appears to argue that Kato et al. teach utilizing a whole automatic printing 
press, in other words, a separate press. However, this does not refute the advantages of imaging 
and printing with the same press as taught by Love. Secondly, applicant argues that Love 
teaches applying the image directly onto the cylinder. However, Love also teaches utilizing 
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conventional plates in column 15 lines 12-28. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 

policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for response to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the date of this action. In the event a first response is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event will 
the statutory period for response expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final 
action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Stephen Funk whose telephone number is (703) 308-0982. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday - Thursday from 7:30 am to 6:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hilten, can be reached at (703) 308-0719. The fax number for incoming 
official papers is (703) 308-7722, 7724. The fax number for informal papers in Art Unit 2854 
is (703) 308-5841. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0956. 



Stephen Funk 
May 3, 2001 
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